Author's response
Writing that 'authors must take responsibility for integrity of their own work' is rather like writing 'people must obey the law, and should they happen to murder anyone they should inform the police at once.' Of course, authors should take responsibility for the integrity of their work, but often they don't. Either they may actively deceive editors, or they may have a very different notion of what constitutes integrity. Editors, whether they like it or not, have a role in guarding the integrity of studies. Dr Drazen says nothing about the central point of my article-that editors have a responsibility to correct data the minute that they know that they are wrong. The editors of the New England Journal of Medicine knew years ago about misleading data in the VIGOR trial but took no actionuntil they were stung into doing so by a court action.
When he writes 'The tale Smith tells is riddled with distortions and unsubstantiated opinions,' Drazen is employing the oldest trick in the book in that he doesn't actually point out what they are. The next trick is to doubt the motives of the person you are criticizing, as Drazen does in his next sentence. I don't have an 'agenda . . . that journals are information-laundering vehicles for industry.' I have a fear that this is de facto the case, which came on me as I examined studies that show that journals rarely publish trials that are unfavourable to their sponsors. 1 Sadly my fear has been increased by the NEJM's dismal performance in relation to studies it has published on refecoxib (Vioxx).
